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Beyond Protests (By Glenn Frankel) A 
More than 120 activists from 28 countries emerged from 

an all-day strategy session here this weekend with plans L, 
not just to protest a prospective U.S.-led war against lraq A 
but to prevent it from happening. They want to_ intensify 

political pressure on the Bush administration's closest > 
allies -- the leaders of Britain, Italy and Spain -- and force U 
them to withdraw their support, leaving the United States, = 
if it chooses to fight, to go it alone. And they intend to i 
further disrupt war plans with acts of civil disobedience R 
against U.S. military bases, supply depots and transports R 
throughout Europe. A 


2. Mercenary adjectives (By M? Angeles Maeso) ; 

Adjectives added to the noun "war" are traitors to peace. Otro m un do a tt a Cc 
The word is so hard in meaning that it should always es posible tc 
appear in brute format, no other word should line up to 

hide its nudity. Mercenary adjectives come alongside of war and disguise it in some way, in what way? In a whisper, as if 
to clean the air, surgical, humanitarian, precise, quick, preventive.. Adjectives, which speak pronounced louder than the 
word "war", pulling which pulls them along. 

3. A single starting point (By Marco Bersani) 

"Two superpowers exist in this world: the United States and public opinion streaming out into the streets." This was the 
headline of a story in the February 18, 2003 issue of the New York Times. On the day after February 15th, 2003, which 
saw the mobilization of 110 million people in at least 700 cities around the globe, there seems to be clear proof that the 
movement against neoliberal globalization is for the first time affirmed as a global issue capable of inspiring mobilization 
at a planetary level in historically unprecedented quantitative and qualitative dimensions. 

4. Making Globalization equitable (By ATTAC Deutschland, DGB (German Federation of Trade Unions), VENRO 
(Association of German Development NGOs)) 

This declaration demands that the new Federal Government and the newly elected Bundestag take on greater 
commitment for a socially and ecologically more equitable world order with a democratic countenance. The declaration is 
the result of an intensive debate carried out over the past two years concerning the political challenges of globalization. 
At the same time DGB, VENRO and ATTAC demonstrate with this declaration that they and their respective member 
organizations — in spite of the existing differences of their respective social policy fields of action — wish to actively 
support and co-design this process jointly as actors in civil society. Representatives of the Forum Umwelt und 
Entwicklung, the Forum Menschenrechte and of the Social Watch Deutschland-Forum Welt-sozialgipfel, which also 
uphold the fundamental objectives of this declaration, also took part in drawing up this declaration. 


ce Morwy 


Meeting ATTAC Worldwide 
All the events, conferences, debates organized by an ATTAC somewhere this week. 


Illustrated version only in PDF format. 
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Organizers of Antiwar Movement Plan to Go LONDON, March 2 -- The people who helped organize 

Beyond Protests the largest worldwide peace demonstration in history 
last month say they are not through yet. 

By Glenn Frankel. Washington Post Foreign Service a : 
More than 120 activists from 28 countries emerged from 
an all-day strategy session here this weekend with 
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plans not just to protest a prospective U.S.-led war 
against Iraq but to prevent it from happening. They want 
to intensify political pressure on the Bush 
administration's closest allies -- the leaders of Britain, 
Italy and Spain -- and force them to withdraw their 
support, leaving the United States, if it chooses to fight, 
to go it alone. And they intend to further disrupt war 
plans with acts of civil disobedience against U.S. 
military bases, supply depots and transports throughout 
Europe. 


Finally, if war breaks out, they say, they will 
demonstrate in towns and cities around the world on the 
evening of the first day, and hold a worldwide rally on 
the following Saturday that they hope will rival or 
surpass their efforts of Feb. 15. 


"We still believe we can stop this war before it begins," 
said Chris Nineham, one of the British organizers of this 
weekend's conference, held at the Stop the War 
Coalition's offices in northeast London. "But if not, we're 
putting the warmongers on notice that there will be 
massive protests on the day war breaks out and the 
following weekend." 


In interviews last week, several of the organizers of the 
Feb. 15 protests traced the origins of the antiwar 
movement, described how they put together that event 
and discussed where they go from here. For the most 
part, the organizations are tiny, shoestring operations -- 
the London-based coalition operates out of two 
cubbyhole offices with four desktop computers, a 
handful of phone lines and a half-dozen paid staff 
members. But they use the Internet, cell phones and 
their connections with trade unions and_ local 
governments to establish links and coordinate with 
other organizations around the world. 


Their plans might sound grandiose. But these are the 
same activists who pulled off the stunning success of 
two weeks ago, when between 6 million and 12 million 
protesters gathered in about 75 countries to oppose 
military action. 


"We've never really seen a movement like this before -- 
it's unpredictable because it's so unprecedented,” said 
Paul Rogers, professor of peace studies at Bradford 
University in Britain. "But it does seem that a large 
proportion of the people who participated two weeks 
ago are becoming quite politicized just by going on the 
demonstration. If war begins, and it doesn't have U.N. 
approval, we could see mass demonstrations again." 


The huge turnouts that day in cities including Rome, 
London, Madrid, Berlin, Paris and New York reflected 
popular disaffection with U.S. military power and the 
prospect of war among a broad swath of the public -- 
from political radicals to church groups, trade unions 
and ordinary citizens. But it was organized for the most 
part by a small network of activists from the ideological 
left, the anti-globalization movement and peace groups. 
For years these activists have stood on picket lines and 





organized demonstrations seeking ways to ignite mass 
popular support, with mixed results at best. But the 
increasing likelihood of war has given them an issue 
that resonates with public opinion throughout the world. 


Many of the organizers confess that they were stunned 
by the size and scope of the demonstrations two weeks 
ago. "A big part of our meeting was about digesting the 
shock of the earthquake that was February 15," said 
Larry Holmes, an organizer in New York for 
International ANSWER, one of the U.S. groups 
organizing the rallies. "We were just as surprised as 
everyone else. But you're seeing a new sense of 
confidence among organizations. People don't want this 
war, and they're giving us a mandate to do whatever it 
takes to stop it." 


The organizers say the February rallies were first 
agreed upon at a small strategy session in Florence in 
November. But their roots go back to the days just after 
Sept. 11, 2001, when activists say they began meeting 
to map out opposition to what they anticipated would be 
the U.S. military response to the terrorist attacks on 
New York and the Pentagon. 


In Britain, according to organizer John Rees, several 
hundred activists first got together the weekend after 
Sept. 11. Most were from the hard core of the British left 
-- the Socialist Workers Party, the Campaign for 
Nuclear Disarmament and_ the  anti-capitalist 
organization Globalized Resistance, along with Labor 
Party legislators Jeremy Corbyn and George Galloway. 
Within weeks, they had combined with representatives 
from two more important elements -- Britain's growing 
Muslim community and its militant trade unions. By 
October they had a name: the Stop the War Coalition. 


More than 50,000 demonstrators came out in London 
for an October 2001 peace rally; the same numbers 
protested in November against the U.S.-led invasion of 
Afghanistan. A demonstration last Sept. 28 brought 
several hundred thousand people to Hyde Park in 
London to protest war in Iraq and demand "Freedom for 
Palestine." After that, activists decided to push for a 
worldwide demonstration. 


About 30 organizers from 11 European countries met 
on a Saturday morning, Nov. 9, at the Fortezza da 
Basso, a 16th-century fortress in the northwestern part 
of Florence, as part of a week of protest activities 
sponsored by the European Social Forum, an anti- 
globalization network. The Italians pushed for a date in 
December, Rees recalled. But British representatives 
persuaded them to wait until Feb. 15, when the 
Christmas holidays would be over and universities 
would be back in session throughout Europe. 


Originally, the activists believed the Feb. 15 protests 
might be confined to a few European capitals. But at a 
follow-up meeting in Copenhagen in December, 
representatives of peace groups based in the United 
States and the Philippines pledged their support for the 


February date. In Cairo that same month, 400 
representatives from several Middle Eastern and Asian 
countries joined in signing a declaration of support for 
the Iraqi and Palestinian people and appointed a 
coordinating committee headed by former Algerian 
president Ahmed Ben Bella that pledged to join in the 
February rallies. Finally, in late January, the activists 
got together once more for a gathering of the World 
Social Forum in Porto Alegre, Brazil, where the number 
of countries from which people agreed to take part on 
Feb. 15 rose from 30 to 74. 


"We realized then that this had evolved into a worldwide 
Coalition," said an Italian organizer who insisted on 
anonymity. 


Since Feb. 15, the activists have sought to keep up the 
pressure, especially in Britain, where Prime Minister 
Tony Blair is ranked as President Bush's top 
international supporter. While the House of Commons 
debated Blair's stance on Wednesday, dozens of 
activists protested outside St. Stephen's Gate at 
Parliament and lobbied Labor Party lawmakers, seeking 
their commitment to oppose Blair. The prime minister 
won the vote that day in the face of a large revolt by 
Labor backbenchers that has left him wounded 
politically. Hundreds more activists visited lawmakers 
this weekend at their local offices. 


"We know that a lot of [lawmakers] were really rattled 
by the February 15 demonstration," said Ghada Razuki, 
a British Iraqi activist who led Wednesday's protest. 
"We want to keep the pressure on to get them off the 
fence." 


Campaigns to disrupt U.S. forces have also been 
launched. Besides the dozens of activists who have 
traveled to Baghdad to volunteer as "human shields" 
against a U.S. attack, nine Dutch antiwar activists were 
arrested Tuesday for chaining themselves to the gates 
of a U.S. military center outside Rotterdam. In Italy, 
hundreds of protesters occupied train stations and 
railway tracks for nearly a week to delay trains carrying 
U.S. military equipment from northern Italy to the Camp 
Darby military base near Pisa. Irish protesters broke 
through the perimeter fence at Shannon airport in 
January and damaged a U.S. Navy plane, causing 
other planes to divert their flights and refuel elsewhere. 
Trade union movements in Italy and France are 
pledging work disruptions and considering general 
strikes if war breaks out. 


Organizers say they would like to find a way to channel 
the newfound enthusiasm and activism into a worldwide 
political movement. But they say the disparate nature of 
those participating would make such a movement 
difficult if not impossible. 


"This was caused by social forces, and it's not 
something that organizations produced," said Andrew 
Burgin, a member of the coalition's British steering 
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committee. "They're not in our control. . . . You don't 
lead a movement like this, the movement leads you." 


Mercenary adjectives 


By M? Angeles Maeso 
Translation. Juce Evans and Helga Heidrich. Coorditrad 
volunteer translators (*) 


Adjectives either add life, or take life (El adjetivo, 
cuando no da vida, mata (Huidobro) 


Adjectives added to the noun "war" are traitors to 
peace. The word is so hard in meaning that it should 
always appear in brute format, no other word should 
line up to hide its nudity. Mercenary adjectives come 
alongside of war and disguise it in some way, in what 
way? In a whisper, as if to clean the air, surgical, 
humanitarian, precise, quick, preventive.. Adjectives, 
which speak pronounced louder than the word "war", 
pulling which pulls them along. 


Words such as "war", "bomb", "freedom" or "justice" 
only need pronouncing for the full impact of their 
meaning to hit clearly and precisely. We are left 
wondering why the adjective was added to call the war 
"preventive", the bomb "ecological", justice "infinite" and 
freedom "lasting". Why do we add these adjectives? 
Adjectives either add life, or take life, warns Huidobro. 
Do these adjectives, lining up with such strong nouns, 
add life? 


Who wouldn't feel that threat of any one of the above 
word pairs? "Preventive war", "Lasting freedom", 
"Infinite justice", "Ecological bomb"... Any speaker used 
to using his or her own language with real meaning 
feels the inherent contradiction nagging in his or her 
mind. It simply hurts to hear these terms. Anything can 
be said, lies and truth take up the same space. And this 
lack of meaning, we ask ourselves, are these 
contradictions acceptable? Are we facing words without 
sense? 


Words, all words, have meaning, but do these semantic 
pairs have? We know what these nouns mean, we 
know what every single one of these nouns and 
adjectives means, but why does their union appear 
unacceptable? 


Infinite justice, lasting freedom, do these pairs have any 
real meaning? 


If we use the word "justice" we consider one of the four 
cardinal virtues distributing what each party merits. It 
doesn't need to be infinite. What does this addition 
mean exactly? The word "infinite" adds connotations 
which are overly excessive and reduce the impact of 
justice. It seems obvious that such excessive justice 
cannot be fair. If "Infinite justice’ was a short-lived 
motto, it was precisely because it sounded just a bit too 
arrogant, like a tremendous vengeance from above. 
"Infinite justice" was rapidly replaced just weeks later by 
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"Lasting freedom", not, however, to avoid offending 
Muslims who consider that only Allah may distribute this 
type of justice as the new motto kept to its religious 
references. 


In the same way, "freedom" doesn't include conditions 
for application. Then how is the "lasting" supposed to 
work? By adding "lasting", "freedom" loses in strength. 
Are we talking about conditional freedom then? 


"Preventive war", "Ecological bomb", "humanitarian 
catastrophe" 


Are we talking about oxymora such as “Burning ice, 
chilling fire" ("Es hielo abrasador, es fuego helado’)... 
from one of Quevedo's sonnets? No. An oxymoron is 
the use of two words or expressions of opposite 
meaning in the same syntax giving a new meaning. The 
meaning transmitted by the sonnet of Quevedo on love 
is a mix of emotions coming together in a flood of 
passion. The use of rhetorical semantics amplifies the 
meaning of each predicate for love by using two 
opposing terms. How is the meaning of "preventive war" 
amplified? Is this a warning of something to anyone 
wishing to use this something? Do we hear the warning 
aiming at somebody starting war that a war is coming? 
We hear the word war and we think death, can anybody 
imagine killing somebody to avoid death? Obviously 
not. "Preventive war" does not have this idea of 
amplified meaning found in oxymora, and neither do 
“ecological bomb" or "humanitarian catastrophe". We 
are facing a simple absence of meaning, zero 
signification. 


If amplified meaning is not used, are we dealing with 
irony? lrony is used in literary texts to say the opposite 
of what is actually said. With these pairs, we do not 
understand what is said. How can we look for a second 
meaning to zero signification if we don't understand the 
initial meaning? 


These pairs combine words in a repugnant way, a bit 
like the "round square" of Ortega y Gasset. Linguistic 
combinations may be grammatically logical, but 
semantically unacceptable. These expressions have no 
meaning, no signification. Bernard Noel calls this 
regular use of semantics censorship, i.e. the deprival of 
meaning. 


This is war talk. One of us has to die. 


An expression only has meaning if its presence is not 
completely based on context, in what context would 
these expressions gain meaning? We have called these 
adjectives mercenary because they go to war beating in 
a soldier's heart. Those at war create war talk, living in 
an absence of meaning. With these contradictory 
expressions, without meaning, one word defeats the 
other: "Ecological bomb", "humanitarian catastrophe", 
"preventive war"; both words cannot remain together. 
The terms are enemies by definition, obliged to fight 





their vicious lack of common meaning so that one of the 
two wins the battle and its meaning beats the other. 


This war talk, a means of semantic substitution, uses 
war aS a means of gaining peace, so-called 
humanitarian, clean, preventive wars and ecological 
bombs level countries in an act of "infinite justice”... War 
talk, mercenary adjectives gaining added meaning by 
destroying the meaning of the neighbour. The absence 
of meaning is so evident that the human mind selects 
one of the two terms. Which one? adjectives spreading 
ideas such as "preventive", "ecological", "just", etc. 
Whilst we still hear echoes of the second term, there 
was mention of war, it does not hit directly, because he 
meaning of "war" when connected to that of the 
adjectives which we prefer to hear, is not acceptable. It 
would be like spines pricking in the mindbrain. 


The word "war" is so complete that it is difficult to cross 
it quickly out, the word bears truth, and acts as a 
substantial reference point in a real world, and yet, the 
real winner is the lie borne by the adjective. Who 
wouldn't prefer this type of war, without deaths, clean, 
precise, rapid.. rather than a brute war, simple and 
direct, with its unavoidable cargo of corpses? 


These adjectives appear to create absent absence of 
meaning, and yet they are actually playing a dirty verbal 
game of word seduction: war seems less warlike with 
them by its side, substance is lost between the 
adjectives. If we observe how these pairs are repeated 
consistently and who repeats them, we forget what they 
really mean. 


Stereotypes are what they are! We should all tremble in 
their presence. 


Seduction avoids conviction. Seduction sets traps. We 
do not hear the expressions pronounced and yet, we 
find it easy to repeat them. Somebody repeats them 
over and over again until we no longer see the terms. 
Simply, because it doesn't exist. Just, surgical, 
ecological, humanitarian, preventive and other such 
wars do not exist, No. But the virus of absence of 
meaning has been inoculated. The "common place" is 
created in this way. It is out there. They hide the reality. 
These pairs have a function. 


Stereotypes! The scars of languages. Language can 
relate truth, lies, stereotypes, clichés, etc; language can 
seduce and vanquish without needing to convince. 
Behind language can be found major lies, but this is not 
important, the aim of stereotypes is to hide the truth. 
Sometimes this requires the use of the truth, an 
alternative truth as compared with the one which must 
remain hidden. 


The language of men at war, full of clichés and 
propagandistic slogans. The owner forces words to take 
mercenary form. Hitler weaved unnatural connections 
such as "Jewish worm" until the Germans didn't notice 
the double meaning. By setting up the existence of such 


abhorrent identities, the Nazis managed to become 
dangerous enemies of part of the German population 
representing less than 1% in 1933. Fascism loves 
stereotypes. They hide the reality and seduce with lies. 


Who can deny the attraction of these two words? 
wondered Pedro Salinas referring to the expression 
"new order" regularly used by Hitler. Two attractive 
words working towards the most sinister of causes. The 
same power of seduction of these words is based on 
new stereotypes. We now understand that the latent 
lack of meaning in these expressions was war 
propaganda working to create stereotypes. We are not 
supposed to see ourselves in these stereotypes, we are 
supposed to turn our view towards another point, a 
point from which we cannot see the reality. 


Our desire for the war to be really preventive is so 
strong that, if they offer us the possibility to achieve this, 
they will have our co-operation. The desire is the basis 
for seduction via stereotyping. Nobody who organises a 
war wishes to avoid it, the person preparing a war is 
looking for our approval and somehow tries to include 
our desire for peace when referring to war. This leads to 
linguistic aberrations which turn into propaganda and 
slogans. Language works in its own way and cannot 
reconcile two irreconcilable terms, and we choose to 
retain one of the two. Just what cannot exist. No 
speaker of language, according to Cortazar (1984), 
should pronounce them: 


| call for freedom and democracy, and yet, | have 
pronounced these words without asking myself what is 
the real meaning of these words, their real impact, and | 
realise that many of those hearing my words 
understand them in a way which is scaringly close to a 
stereotype or a cliché on which everyone agrees, such 
is the nature of clichés and stereotypes. Replace a 
home life experience with a commonplace name, 
reflection with conviction and a live bird with an opaque 
stone. 


The opaque stone of sarcasm. 


Words have to be useful, but they remain captive, they 
contain power like a bird caged in absence of meaning, 
stereotypes and sarcasm. Giving meaning to words 
implies a journey into the context in which these 
unnatural allies were created. Finding, in the light of the 
facts referred to, what exists under the perverse 
signification pushed onto these terms. 


Accepting a false expression as truth is ironic, but we all 
know that "lasting freedom" and "infinite justice" are 
means of referring to something very serious: the actual 
number of Afghans having died is still kept secret by the 
U.S. 


We are also aware that clean or surgical wars do not 
exist, but these words were used with the attacks 
against Iraq in 1991, where the only dirt in sight was an 
oil covered bird. We took years before realising that 
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even the photo of this bird was a set up, before seeing 
the dantesque pictures of the horrors of this "clean" 
war. Lynching Iraq was not complete and a second war 
is required with the adjective "preventive", i.e. a war 
begun by one nation against another nation who is 
allegedly preparing to attack the former. And yet the 
adjective appears equally sarcastic if we note that it 
was used by the Americans when Iraq was already 
being secretly bombed by the U.S. 


"Humanitarian aid" might not appear so redundant if it 
wasn't for the "aid" provided by NATO _ for 
Albania/Kosovo Albanians to avoid repression by 
Belgrade turning into massive _ indiscriminate 
bombarding on Yugoslavia. The aim of humanitarian 
intervention is to support the victims of tyranny, not to 
create more victims. Using "humanitarians" to kill is the 
most underhanded, clinical and sarcastic action 
possible. 


To begin with, there is no doubt over the type of literary 
figure referred to by these adjectives: This is not irony, 
but sarcasm. "Heartrending satire of the flesh" is the 
etymological meaning. This shows the certitude felt by 
the Greeks in the power, be it beneficial or destructive, 
of words. To represent pain via language they invented 
terms such as "sarcasm", a variation on irony when 
more vicious, cruel and hurtful. 


This is what happens when we allow this type of 
language, accepting the semantically unacceptable. 


The live bird 


There is no better means of revealing words with 
opposite meaning than to leave words in the brute 
format. The more cruel the reality, the harder the 
attempt to hide it. Those who start wars, those who can 
avoid it disguise it; they realise the danger of brute 
references. They are aware, as we are aware, that 
words are source of vision. Those who refer to the truth 
of war could scare us more than we are capable of 
bearing. This would immediately cause the contrary 
reaction. This is a way of gaining time. War talk is the 
preceding herald. War talk brings the war, War in the 
language, the first victim, the truth, the death of 
meaning. 


The bird is born again, will live again if we travel back to 
the origins of words, their brute meaning, towards 
solitude. No to war, simply, without any mercenary 
adjectives. 

One word - according to T. Tzara- is enough. 

Grano de Arena 179- informativo@attac.org 

A single starting point 


By Marco Bersani (National Council, ATTAC Italy) 
Translation. Coorditrad volunteer translators (*) 
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"Two superpowers exist in this world: the United States 
and public opinion streaming out into the streets." This 
was the headline of a story in the February 18, 2003 
issue of the New York Times. On the day after February 
15th, 2003, which saw the mobilization of 110 million 
people in at least 700 cities around the globe, there 
seems to be clear proof that the movement against 
neoliberal globalization is for the first time affirmed as a 
global issue capable of inspiring mobilization at a 
planetary level in historically unprecedented quantitative 
and qualitative dimensions. 

The practicality of overcoming two notorious 
oppositions is demonstrated again: 


a) extremism/widening. After decades of unilateral 
thought regarding the market, in which control was 
sought in place of unity and social consensus, today it 
is actually the extremism of this content (without ifs and 
buts) that has created a fundamental impulse for unity 
and a widening of consensus to an unprecedented 
degree; 


b) civil society/autonomy of politics. Opposing the idea 
of a movement that ends with the question and the 
idealized aspiration in which a "realist" political frame 
should supply answers, it affirms a movement that, 
apart from its incontrovertible autonomy, weighs in on 
the political agenda, opening contradicitons up to the 
highest institutional and planetary levels. 


All this becomes possible because a mass movement 
exists in which both expression and negotiation are 
allowed at the highest level of social confrontation, 
away from the logic of the compatibility and inevitability 
of the decline of mediation. This "worldwide public 
opinion" (to paraphrase the New York Times) is the 
"realism" of politics. It exists; one can see it and touch 
it. The realism of the compatibility of liberalism with a 
world order that is unjust and will always become more 
unjust has been surpassed by the rise of movements 
and participation. 


The irreversible crisis of the so-called "third way", of the 
idea of government tempered by _ globalization, 
confronts another qualitative jump today: no 
instituitional mediation can withstand a phase in which 
foreign policy becomes a permanent war and internal 
affairs become an attack on social and democratic 
rights. 


Political institutional society is faced with a fork in the 
road: it can either seize this opportunity to transform 
and reform politics and participation, or it can remain 
constrained to mere babbling. It is a strategic rejection 
for any government in the midst of neoliberal 
globalization to receive legitimacy from the popular 
vote, but to return legitimacy to the strong powers of 
global financial capital. 


For the Movement among movements a scenario of 
great responsibility opens: to pass from. the 





consolidation of resistance to the construction of 
strategies toward another possible world. That is, 
searching collectively it must confront the risk of 
authoritarianism, the last card to be played by the 
neoliberalist model, whose socio-economic crisis of 
consensus has already gone structural. 


Contact for this article. ltalia@attac.org 
Making Globalization equitable 


By ATTAC Deutschland, DGB (German Federation of 
Trade Unions), VENRO (Association of German 
Development NGOs) 


Global markets must be based on global regulations 
and institutions that place humane development and the 
public welfare before the interests of enterprises and 
national advantages. A return to a nation state focused 
policy is not a desirable alternative. 


Globalization in the form of a great increase in the 
exchange of goods, investment flows and financial 
capital has come to influence nearly all fields of politics 
and in many aspects has contributed to polarization and 
differentiation. 


For example, in its final report dated June 2002, the 
Commission of Inquiry “Globalization of the World 
Economy” of the German Bundestag ascertains: “We 
observe that around the world the gap between the 
poor and the rich is continually growing further. In the 
world as a whole, the gap between the most prosperous 
fifth and the poorest fifth of the global populations has 
doubled in the past decades.” 


Even if developing and threshold countries have 
increased their share in world trade on the whole in the 
past twenty years, only a few of them were able to 
increase their share in the world income, while the 
poorest developing countries are practically excluded 
from the world market. 


In industrialized countries, the international division of 
labour accelerates structural change. Hereby less 
wellqualified workers tend to have more difficulties on 
the labour market than wellqualified employees in highly 
productive and innovative sectors. 


Intensified liberalization of trade and the activities of 
multinational corporations are accompanied by 
considerable hazards to economic and social rights. 
Also, in many countries grave limits to civil and political 
rights are still part of the daily agenda. Until now it has 
not yet been possible to realize the programmatic 
objectives of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
of 1948 or to effectively implement the two UN 
covenants on civil and social rights. 


Globalization in its present dominant form did not 
generate itself. The expansion and hence the 
intensification of global competition were politically 


intended. Decisive driving forces were not only the 
enterprises, but also the governments of the USA, 
Japan and the EU member states. They paved the way 
for liberalization of markets and to cutting the totality of 
public services. Influence of the parliaments is 
practically nonexistent, and the direct influence of the 
citizens on the decisions that directly affect them is 
minimal. On principle, though, the vast advancements 
in the information and communication technologies offer 
new opportunities for global cooperation in solidarity. 


Globalization needs a_ social and democratic 
countenance. It is not a matter of escaping 
globalization, but of politically shaping it. 


1. The fight against poverty 


The present global political situation makes clear more 
than ever how important it is to eliminate the extreme 
injustices and inequalities on earth with all the power at 
our disposal. Battling extreme worldwide poverty is a 
precept of solidarity and a human rights duty. At its 
Millennium Summit in September 2000, the United 
Nations resolved to cut the number of the extremely 
poor in the world (now roughly 1.2 billion people) in half 
by the year 2015. Achieving the objectives formulated in 
the UN Millennium Declaration — according to World 
Bank calculations — will require not only a change in 
global structures, but also a doubling of worldwide 
development aid (now roughly €50 billion). The Federal 
Government supported the objectives of the UN and put 
them into concrete terms in its “Aktionsprogramm 2015” 
resolved in April 2001. It is now a matter of also 
implementing the objectives sketched by this Action 
Programme. Germany, as one of the richest countries 
in the world, must take up greater international 
responsibility than it has in the past. Greater coherence 
of overall policies with the aims of the fight against 
poverty and of sustainable development is important. 
We in particular demand 


> that the Federal Government produce a binding time 
schedule ensured by a law on development policy, so 
that German development financing (ODA) can be 
doubled by the end of the present legislative period and 
its share in the gross national income (GNI) of currently 
0.27 percent be increased to 0.7 percent in the year 
2010; 


> that the Federal Government multilaterally work for a 
furtherreaching remission of debts for the Heavily 
Indebted Poor Countries (HIPCs) and for new 
mechanisms for permanent disencumberment (in 
particular a fair and transparent insolvency procedure). 
Also the IWF and World Bank must turn from the 
previous policy of structural adjustment obligations; 


> that the debate on innovative funding sources on an 
international level (such as Tobin Tax or use fees for 
global common goods) be actively pushed ahead; 
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> that German development cooperation focus 
regionally primarily on the Low Income countries (LICs) 
and Least Developed Countries (LDCs); 


> that all measures of German development 
cooperation, including its investment projects, be largely 
orientated by sector to the following areas: 

*. directly to fight against poverty and to social services 
(such as education, health, water supply, ensuring food 
and social security); 

*. human rights, including core labour standards; 

*- environmental protection; 

*. the needs of women and the population of rural 
regions. 


> that the Federal Government work towards a better 
use and further development of the UN agreements on 
human rights, in particular with regard to drawing up a 
behavioural code for the right to food; 


> that coherence problems be eliminated and that the 
development policy tolerability of German and 
European agricultural and foreign trade policies be 
ensured, particularly through the eradication of all 
ecologically and socially damaging export subsidies. 

2. Sustainable development and_ environmental 
protection 


In the last two centuries, industrialization and greater 
use of the soil have led to a drastic expansion of the 
consumption of natural resources and hence to global 
environmental problems. The global greenhouse effect, 
the increase in UV rays and certain types of pollution 
are worldwide phenomena. Tropical and subtropical 
regions are particularly affected by the changing climate 
due to an accumulation of extreme weather events. The 
recent flooding catastrophes in Europe show that not 
only the developing countries bear the brunt of these 
environmental catastrophes, but also increasingly the 
rich countries, which now get a taste of what it means 
when there are not enough financial and technical 
means to take compensatory and assistance measures. 
The poor population in especially affected by the 
extreme weather events, having no escape options. 
Global environmental policy therefore is crucially related 
to the fight against poverty and must begin chiefly in the 
industrialized countries, which are the principle causers 
of many global environmental problems. 


We therefore demand: 


> New global funding instruments must be introduced 
to realize the environmental and development targets of 
Johannesburg. An important role can be played by 
globally uniform charges for the use of global common 
goods such as air space and the seas. The Federal 
Government should take up the relevant proposals of its 
Scientific Advisory Council on Environmental Changes 
(Wissenschaftlicher Beirat Globale 
Umweltveranderungen > WBGU) without delay and 
take the required initiatives in the competent 
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international bodies. One first step in this direction 
should be the EUwide repeal of tax exemption for 
aviation fuel. Subsidies with detrimental environmental 
effects must be drastically cut down or reformed. 
Comprehensive agricultural reforms are needed. 
Agricultural subsidies must be aligned to social, 
ecological and animal protection services. The 
agricultural reform proposed by the European 
Commission must be supported. 


> Before further steps are taken in the bilateral and 
multilateral liberalization of trade, their effects on the 
environment, poverty, social circumstances and 
development should be examined. Studies by 
independent experts and the equal participation of 
social interest groups are needed. 


> Priority of multilateral environmental conventions 
over the trade and investment provisions of the WTO. 


> Nuclear energy may not be defined as a sustainable 
form of energy production, as the European 
Commission attempted to do in early summer. 


At the same time it is essential that the share of 
domestic renewable energy sources be _ further 
expanded. 


3. Reform of the international financial architecture 


The present structures of the deregulated global 
financial markets are responsible for the instabilities 
and financial crises of the past decade. Modern 
communication technologies, new financial market 
products such as derivates and speculative hedge 
funds enabled the shortterm mobility of previously 
unimaginable financial masses and _ promoted 
speculation attacks on national currencies. Financial 
market crises are linked with huge social costs in the 
affected countries and have contributed to enlarging the 
economic and social inequalities of the world. 


In view of the global character of the present economic 
weakness, international cooperation in economic policy 
is dreadfully meagre. In particular in the field of 
exchange rate policy, the lack of cooperation by the G3 
(USA, Euroland and Japan) has _ negative 
consequences. There is a lack of “crash barriers” for the 
exchange rates, which could credibly be asserted 
visavis the foreign exchange market. This lack narrows 
the leeway for growthpromoting, confident shortterm 
economic policy and impedes the overcoming of 
recessive tendencies that have lasted since the second 
half of the 1990s. In addition the trade and credit 
relationships of the threshold countries are impaired by 
the high fluctuation intensities of the exchange rates. 
Uncontrolled sudden price drops such as those in 
Brazil, Argentina or Turkey create huge macro and 
microeconomic problems, which extend far beyond the 
borders of the country directly affected. 





Considerable reforms are therefore necessary so that 
the potentially beneficial function of the financial 
markets can be effective for sustainable economic 
development. 


Financial markets need a solid institutional framework, 
which limits speculation and controls illegal movements 
of funds. 


We therefore demand: 


> Stricter duties of disclosure for the banks, 
riskadapted minimum reserves and tougher banking 
supervisory provisions, to promote great risk 
awareness. However, small and  mediumsized 
enterprises may not be cut off from the supply of credit 
and may not be discriminated against with poorer 
ratings by comparison to larger enterprises. 


> Creditors must bear a larger part of the 
disencumberment costs when their behaviour leads to 
states coming into financial market crises or payment 
difficulties (bailin). The development of an international 
bankruptcy and insolvency law, the formation of 
committees of creditors, debt rescheduling clauses and 
the approval of moratoria can serve this purpose. Also, 
intensified monitoring and controls of derivates and 
over the counter trading are necessary. 


> A marketeconomic instrument to restrict financial 
fluctuations is an increase in transaction costs of capital 
flows. This should be effected with a currency 
transaction tax, stricter equity capital provisions for 
banks, a registry of loans or enterprises at the Bank for 
International Settlements as well as the regulation of 
financial and tax havens. 


> Promotion of the establishment of functional and 
stabile national financial systems in developing 
countries. Controls on the movement of capital can also 
be a good instrument for protecting the financial 
markets of developing and threshold countries. 


> Improved cooperation by the three major currency 
regions of the dollar, the euro and the yen, in order to 
overcome the recessive tendencies in the global 
economy and regain shortterm economic policy leeway. 


> Effective controls of tax havens and unregulated 
offshore financial centres. In addition to the 
improvement of such international initiatives, the haven 
countries must be included in an exchange of 
information between national regulatory authorities and 
the eradication of the excessive banking secrecy. 
Additionally the offshore business of domestic 
enterprises must also be subjected to intensified 
investigations on the part of the German financial 
regulatory authorities. 


> Sanctions against those countries cited on the OECD 
blacklists of uncooperative financial centres. 


In the scope of the OECD project on harmful tax 
practices, over 30 offshore financial centrers have 
committed themselves to the principles of transparency 
and information exchange. Now, relevant legislation 
should be rapidly implemented and applied in these 
financial centres. 


4. Working to shape social world trade 


The DGB and its member unions, the German 
nongovernmental organizations and movements in 
environment and development policy advocate just 
participation of developing countries in world trade and 
social economic policy on an international level. This 
encompasses: 


> the elimination of trade barriers visavis developing 
countries (e.g. export subsidies in agriculture, 
escalation of customs duties, import restrictions, 
antidumping); 


> prolongation of the implementation deadlines of the 
Uruguay Round; 


> the possibility for exceptions in certain liberalization 
obligations in order to promote — sustainable 
development in developing countries. If necessary, 
existing conventions must be amended. The need for 
reforms in intellectual property rights (protection of 
species diversity and lifesaving drugs) and in the 
agriculture sector to ensure the food _ security 
(introduction of a development box) is apparent; 


> the integration of fundamental workers’ and human 
rights as well as ecological minimum standards in the 
multilateral trade and investment regimes; 


> for this purpose, a standing forum between the 
International Labour Organization, the World Trade 
Organization and other international institutions should 
be established; 


> another module in the scope of a structured 
cooperation between the international organizations is 
the observer status for the International Labour 
Organization at the WTO, the IWF and the World Bank; 


> strengthening the International Labour Organization 
and its financial means for implementing the 
internationally accepted Core Labour Standards; 


> placing Core Labour Standards on the agenda of 
bilateral trade policy of the European Union; 


> making the ILO Core Labour Standards, the 
internationally accepted environmental standards of the 
World Bank and the international conventions for the 
protection of human rights criteria for the granting of 
investment guarantees and for export credit 
guarantees in developing countries. 


5. No unrestricted liberalization of the service markets 
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Internationally traded services are a new topic in world 
trade. This sector is considered the most dynamic 
growth sector, reaching a value of $1.34 billion in the 
year 1999 alone, or one fifth of world trade. Particularly 
because liberalization of the services market affects the 
future market and social order of the global labour 
market, the anchoring of the universally accepted ILO 
Core Labour Standards in the WTO Agreement is 
crucial. Migrating workers in particular must have the 
opportunity to organize in trade unions and conclude 
collective bargaining negotiations. It also cannot be 
accepted that the regulation of the services market — 
especially of the public sector — is a trade barrier and 
therefore that international obligations aim at evading 
EU law or that the right of nations to higher quality 
standards and norms is restricted as distortions of 
competition. 


We therefore demand: 


> that distinct market order principles be observed. 
Public services and important social service sectors, 
such as education, health, environment and water, must 
be excluded from the General Agreement on Trade in 
Services (GATS). For this it is necessary to make the 
unclear GATS provisions on sovereign tasks more 
precise. The WTO countries must continue to have the 
right to regulate their own public services; 


> that market opening for financial services should only 
take place in national economies with developed 
financial institutions, which can deal with the 
liberalization of the financial market. This does not 
exclude temporarily restricted capital movement 
controls; 


> that a universal supply of affordable and high quality 
services is guaranteed by the principle of universal 
services (e.g. telecommunications); 


> that social and ecological composition of competition 
in the transport sector is necessary to balance out 
external costs; 


> that a sustainable market order for tourism services 
is strived for, dedicated to the protection of natural and 
cultural environments; 


> that social order principles must prevent unfair trade 
caused by social and wage dumping in the electronics 
trade, in freedom of establishment, in public 
procurement and in crossborder freedom to provide 
services; 


> that GATS obligations not be taken up in the case of 
serious market disturbances (unemployment, wage and 
price dumping). If liberalization obligations have already 
been taken up and should such serious market 
disturbances occur, it must be possible to defer the 
GATS obligations for a temporary period; 
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> that the work place and favourability principles with 
regard to wages, working conditions and workers’ rights 
be generally anchored in the GATS agreement; 


> that the German Federal Government therefore 
advocate a European policy in the totality of public 
services. 


6. Regulations for multinational enterprises 


The political reformation of globalization processes 
must also be accompanied by a binding regulation on 
the activities of multinational corporations. Multinational 
enterprises must acknowledge their social, ecological 
and human rights responsibilities and obligations and 
take these into consideration in their actions. Voluntary 
standards or codes of conduct are an important first 
step, but are not enough. The objective must be the 
creation of legally binding international regulations with 
effective controlling mechanisms and sanctions. The 
draft of the UN Subcommission on the Promotion and 
Protection of Human Rights or the International 
Framework Convention on Corporate Accountability 
proposed in Johannesburg by the trade unions and 
NGOs can serve as the basis for such regulations. 


In the meantime, we expect of the Federal Government 


> that it vigorously follow up on its obligation to 
promote the implementation and application of the 
OECD Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises (MNEs), 
for example through information and public relations 
work as well as relevant consulting programmes; 


> that all interested social groups be equally involved in 
the work of the national contact office according to the 
principles of transparency and accountability; 


> that it vigorously demand that multinational 
enterprises headquartered in Germany comply with the 
OECD Guidelines and with the ILO Code of Conduct for 
Multinational Enterprises in all of their social activities, 
including the cooperation with supplier enterprises; in 
this context it should encourage enterprises to conclude 
framework agreements with the trade unions; 


> that it only then grant export credit and investment 
guarantees when the applicant enterprises pledge to 
comply with the OECD Guidelines. 


This raises the issue of a suitable international code of 
rules for foreign direct investments. 


We do not fundamentally reject such a code of rules. A 
multilateral investment framework, which links basic 
investment protection for direct investments to the 
compliance with international environmental and social 
norms and includes them in the development policy 
priorities of the investment country, could strengthen 
the contribution of direct investments to development 
and employment as well as to higher social and 
ecological standards. 





At the WTO Ministerial Conference in Doha, the 
subjects of investments and competition were taken up 
for the work programme of the WTO for the next 2 
years. 


However, the WTO is not the suitable framework for 
these subjects; for the objective of the governments that 
advocate investment negotiations in the WTO is solely 
to liberalize national investment regimes and to limit 
already restricted national regulation competencies. In 
addition, the application of general WTO principles such 
as national treatment of investments can stand in the 
way of development policy objectives, for example if 
preferential treatment of resident small and 
mediumsized enterprises is needed to form a solid 
industrial basis. In the past, the negotiations in GATT 
and WTO have brought about little progress in the 
priority for international environmental agreements and 
entirely ignored human rights and core labour 
standards. This is no foundation upon which an 
investment order can be expected within the WTO, the 
aim of which is not liberalization, but rather 
development and social progress. 


We therefore demand that the Federal Government: 


> advocate an international investment order beyond 
the WTO, which is based on minimum _ social, 
environmental and human rights standards. An 
international investment order may not undermine 
governmental freedom of action, but must expressly 
enable the government of the investment country to set 
investment conditions according to its own opinions and 
decisions about the development process. 


The preliminary WTO _ negotiations regarding 
competition are also headed in the wrong direction. We 
therefore demand: 


> an international competition authority capable of 
intervention, which is given the responsibility for 
controlling major mergers, marketdominating positions 
and business practices that restrict competition. Such 
an institution should be situated outside the WTO due 
to the possible conflict of objectives in trade and 
competition policy. For on the basis of objectives made 
for the public welfare, such as Universal Service 
Obligations, restricting market access and granting 
certain exclusive rights, e.g. regional monopolies of 
local waterworks, may be justified. 


Because of location competition for investments, many 
governments have allowed for tax competition that 
endangers the income foundations of the states. Hence, 
the tax burden has continually developed to the 
advantage of the enterprises and to the disadvantage of 
wageearners and consumers. 


We therefore demand that the Federal Government do 
all that is possible to restrict unfair international tax 


competition in corporate taxes and to achieve a 
minimum taxation of enterprises also internationally. 


For this purpose, the following measures may be 
suitable: 


> longterm harmonization of the bases of assessment 
and alignments, perhaps also harmonization of tax 
rates within the EU; 


> shortterm consistent application of the headquarter 
country principle. The tax authorities of the investment 
country should notify the tax authorities of the 
headquarter country of the profits of internationally 
active enterprises. Subsequent taxation can then be 
made if foreign taxation was less than domestic 
taxation. 


7. Democratization of the globalization process 


The signers of this declaration agree that extensive 
democratization is also part of the political design of the 
globalization process. Since neoliberal globalization is 
being pushed forward on national, regional (European) 
and international levels, all of these levels require 
democratization. A smooth transition for the advancing 
liberalization of trade is being paved, for instance, in the 
Federal capital of Berlin, in the EU Commission in 
Brussels as well as at the headquarters of the WTO in 
Geneva. However, in all of these three cities, civil social 
groups (trade unions, nongovernmental organizations, 
civic movements) have less ease of access to 
information than the lobbies of industry. Often even 
parliamentarians are informed by the respective 
competent ministries late, poorly or misleadingly. 
Nevertheless, effective participation is not only limited 
to equal access to information. It also requires hearing 
rights and procedures for the early involvement of civil 
social actors in important international economic policy 
decisions. 


But democratization of the globalization process also 
involves distinct improvement of the representation of 
the developing countries and their respective civil 
societies in international institutions. In many cases this 
requires the development of democratic structures and 
sufficient capacities in these countries. It must be 
remembered that democracy needs proximity. Effective 
political participation demands that decisions are made 
as locally as possible and as internationally as needed. 
Which concrete decisions should be made best on 
which levels must be reconsidered casebycase. 
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We therefore demand of the Federal Government, 


> that it support the democratization processes and 
efforts made in developing countries through 
counselling and funding the establishment of 
democratic institutions and structures; 


> that it advocate timely information and the 
participation of all social interest groups on the national, 
the European and the international levels; 


> that it back the equal participation of developing 
countries in the decisionmaking bodies of international 
economic and financial institutions, in particular in the 
WTO, the IWF and the World Bank. Political 
participation opportunities must be anchored for civil 
society actors from industrialized and developing 
countries; 


> that it advocate the introduction of an individual 
appellate procedure in the Social Pact of the United 
Nations. 


> In addition, it must support independent consulting 
institutions, for example in international business law, 
as well as promote the political participation 
opportunities of civil society actors in the developing 
countries themselves. 


> Furthermore, the Federal Government should take 
up a pioneering role itself and inform trade unions, 
nongovernmental organizations and all other interested 
groups in due time of upcoming negotiations on the 
European and international levels and develop effective 
forms of participation for such. 


> Important negotiation documents may not be 
addressed only selectively to the interest groups of 
industry, but must be equally accessible to all social 
groups. 


Only the successful creation of a broad social 
participation in issues of international economic policy 
will make it possible to counter the social and ecological 
reprehensibility of neoliberal globalization with a 
globalization of social justice and _ ecological 
sustainability. 


Contact for this article. presse@attac.de 


(*) coorditrad@atiac.org is the email address of an international group of volunteers who coordinate 700 
translators worldwide. You can be part of this group and share your language expertise by helping us publish 
articles and documents. Just contact them for further details. 
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Meeting ATTAC worldwide 


Week 26-02-2003 >>>05-03-2003 





http: //attac. org/rdv/index.html 





05/03 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Graz 

FINLAND : hitp:/www.attac.kaapeli.fi/kalenteri 

Turku 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 
Grenoble + Paris 15 + Lille + La Rochette + Quimper + Paris 9-10 


06/03 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Wien + Schwaz + Hohenems 

DANMARK : hitp:/www.attac-danmark.dk/kalender/index.asp 
Beboerhus 

FINLAND : hitp:/www.attac.kaapeli.fi/kalenteri 

Helsinki 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 
La Rochelle + Bastia + Marseille + Louviers + Bernay 


07/03 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 
Salzburg 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 
Arras + Quimperlé + Macon 


08/03 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Wien 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 
Brest + Lyon + Cergy Pontoise 


09/03 
DEUTSCHLAND : hitp://www.attac-netzwerk.de/termine/index.php 
Frankfurt 


10/03 

FINLAND : hitp:/www.attac.kaapeli.fi/kalenteri 

Turku 

FRANCE : hittp:/www. france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 

Evreux + Argenteuil + Eaubonne + Clisson + Macon 
SUISSE-SCHWEIZ : http:/www.suisse.attac.org/rubrique.php3?id_rubrique=6 
Lausanne 


11/03 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Innsbruck 

FRANCE : http://www. france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 

St Brieuc + Thonon + Concarneau + Chalons en Champagne + Lyon 
NORGE : hitp:/Awww.attac.no/index.php?url=%2Fkalenderliste.php 

Oslo + Larvik 





attac 
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12/03 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Graz 

BELGIQUE-BELGIE : http://wb.attac.be/modules.php?0p=modload&name=Calendrier&file=index 
Leuven 

BRITAIN : http:/www.attac.org.uk/attac/html/calendar.vm 

London 

FRANCE : hitp:/www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 

Nantes + Grenoble + Aix en Provence + Marseille + Vendome 


